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REMARKS 

Claims 51-G!) arc pending in the inslanl applicalion. The Examiner lins rejected claims 
51-69 iis bciny ohvious over Lidow, U.S. Published Application No. 2003/0194057 (hereinaAcr 
"Lidow''). AddilioiKilly, in response lo ihy Fintil Orfice Action dated June 17, 2005, in whicli 
chiims 5<1-60, 51 Jind 52 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, the Applicants 
aino^dcd claims 54, 56, 58, 62, 64, and 66 in order to overcome the outstanding rejections, 
l lowovur, in an Advisory Action dated September 23, 2005, the Examiner refused lo enter the 
ajncjidmcnls, alleging thai the amcndmcnls changed the scope of the claims and would require 
finlher scarcli or consideration. Accordhigly, Iho ApphcanUs will address the issues raised under 
35 U.S.C, J 12, first paragraph at a future time. 

'l1ic Applicants sul)mit that the rejections of claims 51-69 arc in error because the 
Hxamincr has nol met the burden of establishing a prima facie case of obviousness in 
contravention of the provi.<iions or35 USC 103, 

'fhe lixnmincr stales with respect to claims 54 and 62, that Lidow teaches all of the 
limilalions of claim:?; 54 and 62 except for the recitation of received supplier capability 
si<itcmcnls arc forwarded by the enterprise site. The Examiner then stales that this liniitalion is 
notoriously old ajui well known in the art and thai it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill of the art to modify the methud of Lidow by having the supplier capability statements 
I'orwardcd by the cnlcn'irise site in order to keep die group **in the loop'" regarding supplier 
siaius. 

Tlie Applicanis submit that Ihc rejections of claims 54 and 62 arc in error because the 
Ivvo-phascrd collaboration process as recited in claims 54 and 62, namely, transmitting an 
unconslraincd forecast to suppliers followed by the constrained forecast lo the appropriate 
suppliers, is nut niel by Lidow. As recited in claims 54 and 62, an unconstrained forecast for 
nmllipio enterprise sites is transmittal to suppliers and supplier capabilities are determined, 
leased upon this dclennination, a constrained forecast is generated for each cnlciprisc site and 
Iransnitttcd lo each of the suppliers that are capable of satisfying the demand. In contrast, Lidow 
doa*^ not distinguish between conslrained and unconstrained forecasts. Rather, Lidow teaches 
that a consolidated demand file, which ap))ears to be an aggregation of each custonier's 
constrained forecast^ is provided to suppliers (i.e., Lidow leaches a single phase 
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proccss)(cjiiphasis nddcd). Support for this maybe found in puragraphs 0149-0165 and 01 80, as 
well as Figures 6, 7, und lOA. SpccincaUy, Lidow teaches a planning module executed by the 
supply chain sa vor thai nirinagcs forecasts received by customers and "ihc dcmajids arc 
consolidated, iranslatcd into supplier pan numbers, and transformed into specific supplier 
requirements" (par. 0152). The supply chain server pcrfomis rough cut capacity matching that 
assii),us demand to supphcrs and tests to see if this assignmcjit of demand falls within the supply 
capacity conslrainls given by the suppliers. Demand in excess of the supplier's capacity 
constraints is rc-assiyncd by supply chain server to another supplier (iiar. 0154). If there are no 
demand issues, the process proceeds to the Proouren^ent module (par. 0162) whereby a supply 
demand is sent to the appropriate supplier (par. 0180). Tluis, tlic teachings of Lidow do not 
include a second phase of the collaboration process and further suggest that tlie demand 
processes dcsciihod with respect to ihePlamiing module above reUvte to a constrained forecast 
since Ihe absence of any demand issues resulls in the demand proceeding to the Procurement 
nu^didc and the supplier for fnlfillmcjit. Contrary to Lidow, Applicants' claims 54 and 62 recite 
an ujiconstrained forecast and supplier cui)abi]ity statements that are used in generating the 
constrained forecast, 'flic conslrained forecast is then transmitted to the suppliers. 

Mirther, Lidow does not teach or suggest a collaboration process that utilizes a 
combination of communications tliat include direct hansmissions between the supplier and the 
custoinor as provided in claims 54 and 62, namely, the Supplier capability statements received by 
tliL' enterprise sites irom the coiTcsponding suppliers. 

Because Lidow docs not teach or nuike obvious the limitations recited in Applicants' 
claims 54 and 62, the Applicants submit thai there exists clear error in the outstanding rejections 
of claims 54 and 62. 

The Applicants further submit thai the rejection of claim 53 by the Exaiiiiner is in error 
because the Lidow docs not teach or make obvious the limitations recited therein. The llxamincr 
asscits that claim 53 is unpatcntiibic in view of Lidow because Lidow allegedly includes all of 
the elements of claini 53 except the MRP system. The Rxaminer states that it would have been 
obvious to one oFordh>ary skill in the arts to modify the Lidow by using an MRP system to 
gcncraie the forecasts i/i order to provide for more efficient use of resouixjcs. The Applicants 
submit that the rejection of claim 53 is in enor because, as indicated above with respect to claims 
5^ and 62, Lidow does not teach or make obvious a two-phase process including generating and 
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unconsi mined forecast followed by an unconslraincd forecast. Moreover, Lidow is devoid of 
tci)chinu or making obvious the use of an MkP sy.sLem lo generate Ihe constrained and 
unconslraincd forcciisls in llic manner recilcd in claim 53. Accordingly, because Lidow docs not 
leach or m:ikc obvious each of the elements of claim 53, Ihc Applicants submit that there exists 
clCvir error in the oulstandini^ rejection. 

In view of the foregoing, it is urged that the final rejection of claims 51-69 be overlnnied. 
The final rejcciion is in error and slioiild be reversed, Tlie fee set forth in 37 CFR 41 .20(b)(1) is 
enclosed herewith. If there are any additional charges with respect to this Request, or otherwise, 
please charge then^ to Deposit Account No. 50-0510. 



Respectfully submitted, 



ROBHRTO AY ALA ET AL. 



CANf OR COLBURN LLP 
Applicanis' Attorneys 




Marisa J. Dubuc (/ 
Registration No, 46,673 
Confirmation No. 21 35 
Customer No. 48915 
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